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SUBIJECT: DPA 266 - FRAUD INVESTIGATION ACTIVITY REPORT

REFERENCE: ACL 96-19, dated April 30, 1996, and ACIN I-31-95, dated June 12, 1995

This transmits clarification of the reporting requirements for the monthly Fraud
Investigation Activity Report - DPA 266. Effective with the July 1996 report month, counties
began reporting on the revised DPA 266. As a result of comments and questions received during
the training sessions and additional questions that counties have had in completing the initial
reports, the Fraud Bureau and Information Services Bureau compiled the attached "Question and
Answer” document. This document further explains what the counties need to provide in this
report. A copy of the DPA 266 is attached to this ACIN for your convenience.

If you have any questions regarding the report and its instructions, please contact
Mary Ann Kashiwagi at (916) 653-4902. Fraud program questtons should be directed to
Rick Tibbetts or Judy Hale at (916) 445-0031.

ou S B. PARK, Chief
Financial Planning Branch
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FRAUD INVESTIGATION ACTIVITY REPORT - DPA 266
QUESTION AND ANSWERS
MAY 1997

GENERAL COMMENTS - The following comments address general reporting problems
counties have encountered for the DPA 266:

The monthly DPA 266 report is due the 12th working day after the report period.

In Part A, Section II, Investigation Caseload, individual case counts are counted in this portion
of the DPA 266. InPart A, Section III, Investigation Results, multiple dispositions for cases
identified in Part A, Section II, Investigation Caseload, are reported. For example, one case
may be referred to an Administrative Disqualification Hearing (Item 12) and have their
benefits discontinued (Item 14). This case would be counted only once in Item 6.a.2, Cases
Not Referred for Prosecution,

Based on these instructions, the sum of the investigation results reported in Part A,

Section III, Items 8 - 10 and 12 - 16 should be equal to or greater than the number of cases
reported in Part A, Section II, Line 6.a.2, Cases Not Referred for Prosecution. Likewise, the
sum of the investigation results reported in Part A, Section III, Items 17 - 19 should be equal
to or greater than the number of cases reported in Part A, Section I, Item 6.b, Evidence Not
Sufficient to Support an Allegation of Fraud. Ttem 20, Other, should be used only if the
investigation result does not fall within the definitions of Items 8 - 19. If Item 20, Other, is
used, enter the total number of investigations disposed of and their corresponding
investigation results in Part F, Comments section.

Dispositions reported in Part A, Section ITI, Ttem 11, Referred for Prosecution should be equal
to or greater than the cases reported in Part A, Section II, Item 6.a.1, Cases Referred for
Prosecution. If these two line items do not agree, please explain in Part F, Comments section.
For example, if a case referred for prosecution fraudulently received aid in two counties, the
case would be referred to the District Attorney's Office in both counties. Item 6.a.1 would
report one count and Item 11 would report two counts. The necessary explanation would be
noted in Part F, Comments section.

All data reported in line items labeled "OTHER" are to be explained in the COMMENTS
section located in Part F.

QUESTIONS - The following questions and answers address specific concerns counties have for

the DPA 266.
Question: Must the county use the revised form?

Answer: Yes. Use of the revised DPA 266 form was effective with the July 1996 report
month. Reports submitted on the old DPA 266 report will be returned to the county.




Question: Should Part A, Section I, Line 1, Total Requests Received During Month,
equal the sum of Part A, Section I, Item 2, Total Requests Rejected During Month, and
Item 3, Total Requests Accepted During Month?

Answer: Yes. Item 1, Total Requests Received during the Month should equal the sum of
Item 2 and Item 3. The county must either accept or reject a fraud case during the report
month. The form does not allow for any pending investigation requests. '

Question: The report has a specific homeless category in the investigation requests
section (Part A, Section I, Itemn 3.d) but there is no homeless category in the investigation
results section (Part A, Section III). Where should a county report homeless dispositions?

Answer: Counties should report homeless dispositions in Part A, Section III, Item 20,
Other, and explain in the Comments section of the report.

Question: The instructions are silent on whether dispositions repoﬁed in Part A, Section
IM, Item 20, Other, are to be added to Item 6.a.2 or Item 6.b. Please provide clarification.

Answer: In general, dispositions reported in Part A, Section III, Item 20, Other, should be
added to Item 6.a.2, Cases Not Referred for Prosecution. However, there may be
exceptions depending upon what the county has reported in this item. As stated in the
instructions, counties must explain all entries reported in the "Other" category.

Question: How do you report potentially fraudulent cases identified by the Early Fraud
Detection process where an allegation was unfounded in Part A, Section TII?

Answer: Early Fraud Detection cases where an allegation was unfounded or where there
was insufficient evidence to support an allégation of fraud should be reported in Part A,
Section I, Item 17, Allegation Unfounded, and/or Item 18, Insufficient Evidence.

Question: The revised DPA 266 report changed how counties report prosecution
activity in Part B, Section I. On the previous form, cases were moved out of the pending
count once the district attorney informed the county of the outcome of the case»The new
report now asks counties to report prosecutions filed. How do we make the conversion to
the new report?

Answer: Each county needs to determine which cases reported in Part B, Section I, Item
I, Referral Pending Beginning of Month, have a criminal complaint, indictment, or other
action already filed. The identified cases should be moved out of Item 1 by reporting them
in Item 4.a, Prosecutions Filed. If a decision has been made by the prosecuting authority
to not prosecute a case, then the identified cases should be reported in ltem 4.b, Decision
Not to Prosecute. A notation in the Comments section explaining this one-time
adjustment should also be made. DO NOT ZERO OUT THE PENDING CASES
REPORTED IN PART B, LINE 1.
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Question: At what point does a county report a conviction? At the time the defendant is
found guilty or when the defendant is sentenced?

Answer: The county should report the conviction in Part B, Section II, Line 6,
Convictions, at the time the county is informed that the defendant was found guilty.
Sentences are not reported. However, since other reportable items are at times not
addressed until sentencing (e.g., restitution, disqualification, etc.), delaying the reporting
until the completion of sentencing/probation hearing is permissible.

Question: What should be reported in Part C, Administrative Disqualification Hearing
Activity? Cases or persons?

Answer: Administrative disqualifications are applied against persons not cases,
Therefore, persons are reported in Part C.

Question: What should be reported in Part E. Collections, Item 1?

Answer: For the purposes of this report, a fraud collection is a collection from an
overpayment/overissuance identified as a result of a completed investigation. The
collection amount reported in Part E. Collections, Item 1, are based on those
overpayment/overissuance amounts identified and reported in Part A, Section IV, Line 21,
Total Fraud Overpayments/Overissuances Identified. Since the actual collections of
overpayments/overissuances occur in arrears and over varying periods of time, the
collection amount identified in Part E does not tie to each month's
overpayments/overissuances identified in Part A, Section IV, Line 21. The corrected
definition for Part E, Collections, Item 1 15 as follows:

Total Collected During the Prior Report Month (Doflar Amounts) - Enter the total
dollar amount of fraud overpayments/overissuances collected by or for the county welfare
department during the prior month. Report only those dollar amounts that reflect
restitution for fraud overpayments or overissuances. Grant adjustments should be
included in this amount if they reflect restitution for fraud overpayments or overissuances.
For the purpose of this report, it is a fraud collection if it is from an
overpayment/overissuance linked to a completed fraud investigation.

Question: A case initially referred to fraud for investigation involved only AFDC.
During the course of the investigation, the allegation of fraud is found to also affect the
food stamp component of the case. This case was initially reported as a request for
investigation as AFDC but the outcome involved both the AFDC and Food Stamp. How
is this reported on the DPA 2667

Answer: Once the food stamp component is discovered during the course of the
investigation, it should be recorded as a new investigation request in Part A, Section I, Item
1, Total Requests Received During the Month. The case should also be counted in the
appropriate line items throughout the DPA 266. After the investigation is completed, the

~ county should report the investigation results in both the AFDC and Food Stamp

columns.
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State of California - Health and Welfare Agency

FRAUD INVESTIGATION ACTIVITY REPORT

SEND ONE COPY TO:

Departmant of Social Servicas

Information Services Bureay

744 P Streat, Mail Station 12-81

Sacramenty, CA 95814

County Nameg:; County # For Morth Ending (Month, Day, Yean) 2
PART A. INVgST!GATION ACTIVITY PA FOOD NA FOOD ALL OTHER
AFDC STAMPS STAMPS TOTAL PROGRAMS
ITEM {1 @ (3) 4) {5}
SECTION . INVESTIGATION REQUESTS 1 2 3 " s
1. Total Requests Received During Month
% 7] | ~t ™
2. Total Requests Rejected During Month
11 12 13 14 15
3. Total Requests Accepted During Month
(Sum Htems 3a through 3n) n 17 1 19 2
a. Early Fraud Prevention/Detection (EFP/D) —
24 -3
. b. Income and Eligibility Verification System (IEVS) =
29 30
c. Other Unreported Income
34; £
d. Homeless Assistance -
30 L")
e, Unreporied Resources/Assets
i ]
f. Family (Household) Composition —
48 54
g. Duplicate/Replaced Warrants/Lost Food Stamps _
54 55
h. Duplicate (Multipie) Aid " . _
S&| 57 1 58 (-]
i. Forgery -
81 $2] [ [21 [
j. Residence
[ 57| &8 [ kil
k. Fictitious Identity
ref 73 7
|. Food Stamp Trafficking
Fed n 78 &0
m. Intemal Affairs -
1 3] 82 83 4] BT
n. Other
SECTION Il INVESTIGATION CASELOAD # W u ® %
4. Investigations Pending Beginning This Month
{Fart A, ltem 7 last month, or explain in Part F)
oo L] P2 3] 21 %
5. Total Investigations Available During Month (item 3 plus 4) .
9 #71 ] -] 100
8. Total investigations Completed During Month
(Sum items 8a and 6b) 101 102 103 104 168
a. Evidence Sufficient to Support an Allegation of Fraud
{Sum Line 1 and Line 2 below) 106 10, ™ 108 e
1. Cases Referred for Prosecution
im 112] 113 134 s
2. Cases Not Referred for Prosecution
116 177 118 19 120
b. Evidence Not Sufficient to Support an Allegation of Fraud
18 1= 123; 124 125
7. Investigations Pending at End of Month (Item 5 minus item €)
SECTION Ill, INVESTIGATION RESULTS 126 127 - 128 2 ™
8. Denials (Early Fraud)
13 132 143 124 135
9. Benefits Reduced (Eany Fraud)
136, 137] 138 1385 140
10. Discontinuances {(Eary Fraud)
141 142 143 144 145
11. Refermed for Prosecution
146 147 148 148 158
12. Referred to Administrative Disqualification Hearing {ADH) -
151 152] 153 154 (3
13. Restitution Action
{!EI 57 5% =

14. Benefite Radused Mot Eary Fraud)




County Name and # Report Month
PART B. PROSECUTION ACTIVITY PA FOOD NA FCOD ALL OTHER
AFDC STAMPS STAMPS TOTAL PROGRAMS
ITEM (1) _ ) (3) {4) &)
201 202; 203 204] 208
SECTION I. PROSECUTION ACTIVITY -
1. Referals Pending Beginning of #onth
(Part B. item 5 last manth, or explain) -
o8 207 20k o9, 710
2. Refemals Received During Month —_l _ _
Fi 212 21 Fall 2%
3. Total Referals Available During Month (Item 1 plus item 2)
FIl 7 zu'] 76| =0
4. Total Referrals Processed During Month
(Sum of Line 4a and Line 4b.) = =2 I 224 225
a. Prosecutions Filed
226 227 22k =
b. Decision Made to Not Prosecute __L
= E==| 1 234 3
5. _Referrals Pending End of Month (Line 3 minus Line 4)
SECTION Il. PROSECUTION OUTCOMES 236 237 z5 2% 240
6. Convictions '
24 242 243 244 245
7. Administrative Action ) :1
48| 347} 248 "3%] =3
8. Disqualification Consent Agreements (DCA) _ _ _
= 5'5'1 253 4 E=
8. Charge Pleaded _
e} =7 zss'! T )
10. Dismissals
%1 282} 283 264 285
11. Acquittals
265 267 268 208 Foi
12. Declinations
‘ g k2 ™3 ey
13. Expiration of Statutes
b4 nm brd L
14. Other
PART C. ADMINISTRATIVE DISQUALIFICATION m 22 3 284 s
HEARING ACTIVITY
1. Referred for Administrative Disqualification Hearing (ADH) . _ _ .
284 2B7] 288 209 w0
2. Waivers - _
Fod] 292 3 284 0
3. Upheld Convictions |
nﬂ =7 = w50 £
4. Acquittals :I _
] 302, 303 304 x5
5. Decisions Pending _ -
306 a7 4 £ EEL]
6. Program Dollars :
- 31 a1z a] X 35
PART D. PERSONS DISQUALIRED
1. Persons Disqualified During Month as a Result of Court
Prosecutions s ar 2 g %20
_2. Administrative Hearing Disqualifications
3= sza] x| 1 325
PART E. COLLECTIONS
1. Total Coliected During Prior Month (Dollar Amounts)

PARTF. COMMENTS:

NAME, TITLE, TELEPHONE and FAX NUMBER OF PERSQN TO CONTACT IN CASE THERE ARE QUESTIONS CONCEHN!NG THIS REPORT.

ENTER THE DATE THIS REPORYT WAS COMPLETED.

NAME TITLE

TELEPHONEFAX NUMBER

DATE

DPA 266 (7/96)
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